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DRAFT EXPLANATION OF SIGNIFICANT DIFFERENCES (ESD), INSTALLATION
RESTORATION PROGRAM (IRP) SITE 11, FORMER MARINE CORPS AIR STATION
(MCAS) EL TORO

Dear Mr. Piszkin:

The Department of Toxic Substances Control (DTSC) reviewed the above document
dated February 10, 2003. The ESD provides justification to modify actions required at
Site 11 as specified in the approved Draft Final Record of Decision, Operable Unit 3A,
Site 11, Marine Corps Air Station EI Toro, California (ROD), dated September 1999.
The ESD addresses changes to risk based cleanup goals documented in the ROD
based on updated toxicity values and additional sampling results.

After review of the draft ESD, DTSC has the following comments:

1. As recommended in A Guide to Preparing Superfund Proposed Plans, Records
of Decision, and Other Remedy Selection Decision Documents (EPA 540-R-9S
031) (United States Environmental Protection Agency, July 1999), additional
changes resulting from modifications to the remedy should also be provided. A
side-by-side comparison of the remedy components described in Section 9 of
the ROD and those of the proposed remedy would be helpful. In particular, this
comparison should include and address the following remedy components
described in the ROD.

The energy chaflenge facing California is real. Every Californian needs to take immediate action to reduce energy consumption.
For a list of simp'e ways you can reduce demand and cut your energy costs, see our Web-site at www.dtsc.ca.gov.
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o PCB-contaminated soil throughout the area of Units 1 and 2 will be
excavated to a depth of approximately 2 feet below ground surface (bgs)
(up to 6 feet bgs in a small area of Unit 2).

o Approximately 233 bank cubic yards from Units 1 and 2 will be excavated.
o Cost estimate for excavation and off-site disposal.
o Confirmation soil sampling, including chemical analyses.
o Excavation, characterization and disposal of contaminated soil at an

appropriate off-Station facility.
o Backfill and compaction of the excavations using clean fill material to

return the area to original grade.

2. Section 1.0, Introduction, Page 1: The second paragraph lists the items that are
addressed in the ESD. Both the first and third bulleted items address changes to
cleanup goals based on updated toxicity criteria and slope factors. Please revise
to one item. It is also recommended that an item for additional sampling results
be included.
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3. Section 3.0, Basis for the Document, Page 3: The first partial paragraph ends,
"Subsequently, a separate Draft Final ROD was issued for Site 11 in September
1999 (DON 1999a)." For clarification, please add that the ROD was also signed.

4. Page 3, Section 3.1, Human Health Risk Assessment Summary: The fourth
paragraph states, "The recalculated risks for the various units at Site 11 were in
general lower than risk estimates presented in the RI report." However, the non
cancer risk (ha;zard index) for Unit 2 increased from 0.3 to 1.1 (Table 1-2, Site 11
Risk Reevaluation Summary). Please include an explanation for this increase.

5. Section 3.1, Human Health Risk Assessment Summary, Page 4: The last
sentence in this section states, "In addition. following the removal of
contaminated soil, confirmation sampling results will be used to calculate the
cumulative residual risk for each unit using the updated slope factors." Since the
evaluation of cumulative residual risk is another significant difference, it may be
more appropriate to include in Section 4.0, Description of Significant Differences.

6. Page 4, Section 7.0, Public Participation: This section states that the ESD will be
available for public review. Although not required, DTSC recommended that the
ESD be made available for public comment due to the concern expressed by the
Local Redevelopment Authority and Restoration Advisory Board when the
Remedial Action Strategy for Site 11 was issued in December 1999; the cleanup
goals presented in the strategy differed from those documented in the ROD.
Additionally, please check spelling in the second paragraph.
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AND ARE NOT AVAILABLE FOR PUBLIC VIEWING

ADDRESS OF PRIVATE CITIZEN

FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION, CONTACT:

DIANE C. SILVA, RECORDS MANAGER
NAVAL FACILITIES ENGINEERING COMMAND, SOUTHWEST

1220 PACIFIC HIGHWAY
SAN DIEGO, CA 92132

TELEPHONE: (619) 556-1280
E-MAIL: diane.silva@navy.mil



'\
)

I
/

, )

SENSITIVE

Mr. F. Andrew Piszkin
April 7, 2003
Page 3

7. Table 1-1, Comparison of Risk Assessment Parameters: For clarification, please
include an explanation of acronyms used in the table.

Please contact me at (714) 484-5395 if you have any questions.

Sincerely,

Triss M. Chesney, P.E.
Remedial Project Manager
Office of Military Facilities

cc: Ms. Nicole Moutoux
Remedial Project Manager
U. S. Environmental Protection Agency Region IX
Superfund Division (SFD-8-1)
75 Hawthorne Street
San Francisco, California 94105-3901

Mr. John Broderick
Remedial Project Manager
California Regional Water Quality Control Board
Santa Ana Region
3737 Main Street, Suite 500
Riverside, California 92501-3348

Mr. Robert Woodings
Restoration Advisory Board Co-chair
23161 Lake Center Drive Suite 100
Lake Forest, California 92630

Ms. Marcia Rudolph
Restoration Advisory Board Subcommittee Chair
24922 Muirlands #139
Lake Forest, California 92630

Ms. Polin Modanlou
County of Orange
Planning and Development Services Department
300 North Flower Street, 3rd Floor
Santa Ana, California 92703
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cc: Mr. Steven Sharp
Orange County Health Care Agency
2009 East Edinger Avenue
Santa Ana, California 92705

Mr. Karnig Ohannessian
Remedial Project Manager
Naval Facilities Engineering Command
Southwest Division - Code 06CC.KHO
1220 Pacific Highway
San Diego, California 92132-5187

Ms. Judith Tracy
Staff Attorney
Department of Toxic Substances Control
Office of Legal Counsel
1001 I Street, 23'd Floor
Sacramento, California 95814-2828


